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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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4) ^ Clalm(s) 1-8.10 and 12-24 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This is in response to the amendments filed on January 11*^,2008. Claims 1, 10, 18 and 21-24 have been 
amended; Claims 9 and 1 1 have been cancelled; Claims 1-8, 10, 12-24 are pending and have been considered below. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 7(e), was 
filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 
CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 7(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has 
been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on January 1 1**", 2008 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth 
in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 4-8, 10, 12-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cookson et al. 
(5,896,454) in view of Ross (4,462,078). 

Claims 1 and 21: Cookson et al. discloses a method and computer-readable optical medium containing instructions 
for preventing use of an unauthorized copy of a software program comprising the steps of: 

a. determining a media type of an optical medium containing the software program [column 5, lines 23-27]; 
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b. and inhibiting executionfze. further play is aborted) of the software program stored on the optical medium 
by preventing execution of the software program if the optical medium has media type that indicates that the optical 
media is copied [column 5, lines 44-49]. 

However, Cookson et al. does not explicitly disclose searching for a file on an optical medium containing the 
software program prior to determining a media type of the optical medium and inhibiting execution of the software 
program stored on the optical medium if the file is missing on the optical medium. 

Nonetheless, Ross discloses searching for a filefze. the coded information) on a medium containing a software 
program and inhibiting executionfi'e. renders computer dis-functional) of the software program stored on the medium 
if the file is missingfze. does not find the coded information originally inserted by the manufacturer) [colunm 2, lines 
11-50]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to further 
modify the invention disclosed by Cookson et al. with the additional features disclosed by Ross in order to prevent 
using illicitly copied software, as suggested by Ross [abstract]. 

Claim 4: Cookson et al. and Ross disclose a method as in claim 1 , and Ross further discloses that the step of 
inhibiting the execution of the software program comprises preventing execution of the software program [column 2, 
lines 41-44]. 

Claim 5: Cookson et al. and Ross disclose a method as in claim 1 above, and Cookson et al. further discloses that the 
step of determining the media type comprises inserting the optical medium in a drive of a computer and reviewing a 
medium-type code field contained in a mode parameter header (lead-in section) of the optical medium [column 3, lines 
22-27]. 

Claim 6: Cookson et al. and Ross disclose a method as in claim 5, but does not explicitly disclose that the drive is a 
CD-RAV drive. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use 
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a CD-R/W drive or any other optical media drive. One would have been motivated to do so in order to apply this 
method to other media formats. 

Claim 7: Cookson et al. and Ross disclose a method as in claim 1 above, and Cookson et al. further discloses that a 
media type indicates that the optical medium is copied is one of a write-once media type and an erasable/rewriteable 

media typefwriteable disk) [column 2, lines 24-25 and column 5, lines 39-48]. 

Claim 8: Cookson et al. and Ross disclose a method as in claim 1 above, and Cookson et al. further discloses the step 
of executing the software program stored on the optical medium if the step of determining determines the optical 
medium to be an optical read-only medium [column 5, lines 23-27]. 

Claims 10 and 22: Cookson et al. discloses a method and computer-readable optical medium containing instructions 
for authenticating an original optical medium comprising the steps of inserting the optical medium in a drive of a 
computer (player/recorder) and checking a media type of the optical medium [column 4, lines 64-67 and column 5, 
lines 23-27], but does not exphcitly disclose that the drive is a CD-RAV drive. However, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use a CD-R/W drive or any other optical media drive. 
One would have been motivated to do so in order to apply this method to other media formats. 

Furthermore, Cookson et al. does not explicitly disclose searching for a file on an optical medium containing 
the software program prior to determining a media type of the optical medium and inhibiting execution of the 
software program stored on the optical medium if the file is missing on the optical medium. 

Nonetheless, Ross discloses searching for a filef/e. the coded information) on a medium containing a software 
program and inhibiting executionfze. renders computer dis-functional) of the software program stored on the medium 
if the file is missingfie. does not find the coded information originally inserted by the manufacturer) [column 2, lines 
11-50]. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to further 
modify the invention disclosed by Cookson et al. with the additional features disclosed by Ross in order to prevent 
using illicitly copied software, as suggested by Ross [abstract]. 

Claim 12: Cookson et al. and Ross disclose a method as in claim 10 above, and Cookson et al. fiirther discloses that 
the step of checking a media type comprises reviewing a medium-type code field contained in a mode parameter 
header(7eaJ-m section) of the optical medium [column 3, lines 22-27]. 

Claims 13-15: Cookson et al. and Ross disclose a method as in claim 10 above, and Cookson et al. further discloses: 

a. the step of checking the media type comprises verifying that the optical medium has a read-only media type 
and that it is indicative that the optical medium is an original Y&cs\on(pressed disk) [column 5, lines 23-27]; 

b. the step of executing a software program stored on the optical medium if the optical medium has a read- 
only media type [column 5, lines 23-27] . 

Claim 16: Cookson et al. and Ross disclose a method as in claim 10 above, and Cookson et al. further discloses that 

the step of checking the media type comprises identifying if the media type is one of a write-once media type and an 

erasable/rewritable media typefwnYeafe/e disk) [column 2, lines 24-25 and column 5, lines 23-27]. 

Claim 17: Cookson et al. and Ross disclose a method as in claim 16 above, and Cookson et al. further discloses the 

step of inhibiting execution of a software program stored on the optical medium if the step of checking identifies that 

the media type is one of a write-once media type and an erasable/rewritable optical media type [column 5, lines 39- 

48]. 

Claims 18 and 23: Cookson et al. discloses a method and computer-readable optical medium containing instructions 
for preventing execution of an unauthorized copy of a software program stored on an optical medium comprising the 
steps of: 

a. determining a media type of the optical medium [column 5, lines 23-27]; 
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b. and executing the software program stored on the optical medium if the optical medium has a media type 
that indicates that the optical medium is an original YeTsion(pressed disk) [column 5, lines 23-27]. 

However, Cookson et al. does not explicitly disclose searching for a file on an optical medium containing the 
software program prior to determining a media type of the optical medium and inhibiting execution of the software 
program stored on the optical medium if the file is missing on the optical medium. 

Nonetheless, Ross discloses searching for a file(ie. the coded information) on a medium containing a software 
program and inhibiting executionfi'e. renders computer dis-functional) of the software program stored on the medium 
if the file is missingfze. does not find the coded information originally inserted by the manufacturer) [column 2, lines 
11-50]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to further 
modify the invention disclosed by Cookson et al. with the additional features disclosed by Ross in order to prevent 
using illicitly copied software, as suggested by Ross [abstract]. 

Claim 19: Cookson et al. and Ross disclose a method as in claim 18 above, and Cookson et al. further discloses that a 
read-only media type indicates that the optical medium is an original version [column 5, lines 23-27]. 
Claim 20: Cookson et al. and Ross disclose a method as in claim 18 above, and Cookson et al. further discloses the 
step of inhibiting execution of the instructions if the optical medium does not have a read-only media type [column 5, 
lines 44-49]. 

Claim 24: Cookson et al. discloses an electronic device comprising: 

a. memory for storing computer program instructions. The examiner notes that it is inherent for the device to 
have memory for storing computer program instructions if the device is executing the instructions; 

b. a processor for executing the stored computer program instructions [column 4, lines 42-43]; 
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c. and an optical drive (player/recorder) for receiving an optical medium containing a software program, the 
computer program instructions including instructions for determining the media type of the optical medium and 
inhibiting execution of the software program stored on the optical medium if the optical medium has media type that 
indicates that the optical medium is copied, but does not explicitly disclose that the optical drive is a CD-RAV drive 
[column 4, lines 40-42]. 

However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use a CD- 
R/W drive or any other optical media drive. One would have been motivated to do so in order to apply this method to 
other media formats. 

Furthermore, Cookson et al. does not explicitly disclose searching for a file on an optical medium containing 
the software program prior to determining a media type of the optical medium and inhibiting execution of the 
software program stored on the optical medium if the file is missing on the optical medium. 

Nonetheless, Ross discloses searching for a filefze. the coded information) on a medium containing a software 
program and inhibiting executionfz'e. renders computer dis-functional) of the software program stored on the medium 
if the file is missingfiie. does not find the coded information originally inserted by the manufacturer) [column 2, lines 
11-50]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to fiirther 
modify the invention disclosed by Cookson et al. with the additional features disclosed by Ross in order to prevent 
using illicitly copied software, as suggested by Ross [abstract]. 

5. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cookson et al. 
(5,896,454) in view of Ross (4,462,078) and further in view of Granger et al. (6,480,959). 
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Claims 2 and 3: Cookson et al. and Ross disclose a method as in claim 1 above, but does not explicitly disclose that 
the step of inhibiting the execution of the software program comprises preventing execution of selected features of the 
software program by determining a set of features of the software program to execute. 

However, Granger et al. discloses a similar method for controlling the use of computer programs and further 

discloses preventing execution of selected features of the software program by determining a set of features of the 
software program to executef'/e. specifies particular applications features and enables or disables specific features) 
[column 25, lines 27-30]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the 

method disclosed by Cookson et al. and Ross with the features disclosed by Granger et al. in order to allow execution 
of specific features dependent on the application and/or users, as suggested by Granger et al. [column 25, lines 27-30]. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 10, 18 and 21-24 have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed 
to EDWARD ZEE whose telephone number is (571)270-1686. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday 
through Thursday 9:00AM-5:00PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Kim Y. Vu can be 
reached on (571) 272-3859. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/763 ,484 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2135 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or 
Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800- 
786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



EZ 

April 19, 2008 
/KIMYEN VU/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2135 



